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University of Hawaii at Manoa
• Environmental Center
Crawford 317. 2550 Campus Road
Honolulu. Hawaii 96822
Telephone (808) 948-7361
Office of the Director
August 17~ 1976
MEr10RANDUM
TO: Environmental Quality Commission
FROM: Doak C. Cox
RE: EIS Exemption List from the EQC Bulletin, July 14, 1976
In accordance with our standard review procedures the above cited exemption
list was distributed to a number of University personnel for their review and
comments. The following members of the Universi~y community have assisted in
the preparation of this review: Charles Lamoureux, Botany Dept.; .Glen
Shepherd, Maui Community College; and Doak Cox, Robert Kerr, Jacquelin Miller,
and Margaret Stanzione of the Environmental Center.
Our comments are identified by listing agency~ exemption class, .and item
proposed for exemption under the class ..
Building Dept., C &C of Honolulu
CLASS 2 The description of this exempt class of action should be corrected
to read, "Replacement or reconstruction .•. " as it appears in the
EQC regul ations. - .
Item 4: What type of sprinkler system is belng considered--a fire
sprinkler system or an irrigation sprinkler system?
CLASS 3
Item 2: A limit to the length of an exempted retaining wall should be
considered. Construction of a retaining wall should not be exempt in toe
shoreline setback area.
CLASS 7
Item 2: Limitations as to the size and location of exempted fences and
walls should be considered.
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
·.
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Department of Defense, State of Hawaii
CLASS 1
Item 2 and 4: We suggest use of the same pesticide clause that other
agencies are being asked tp use.
Item 3: We suggest that the exemption to replacing water and sewer
lines should not extend to replacement that would entail significant effects
on trees that have grown since original construction.
Item 7: The exemption for auto maintenance activities, other than those
of an emergency nature, should be limited to approved sites.
Item 8: Weapons firing should be exempted only in connection with
officially designated emergencies or sites officially established for the
purpose.
Item 9:" The exempti on of routine hel i copter flyi ng shoul d be 1imi ted
to designated altitudes and areas. The flying of helicopters (not only Dept.
of Defense helicopters) clearly can be objectionable. There have been letters
to the press demonstrating the public's dissatisfaction with low flying
helicopters on a number of occasions.
Item 10: Operating ordinary vehicles, such as cars and trucks, "on public
streets and military training grounds, should be exempt. We suggest that an
assessment be prepared for the operation of tanks, however, as this could result
in environmental impacts which cannot be overlooked. All vehicles operating in
the Conservati on Distri ct shoul d be subject to an assessment because" of the
potential effects on the vegatation and wildlife.
CLASS 3
Item 1: Installation of water and/or sewer lines should not be exempt.
Item 5: Radio antennas installed temporarily can be exempt. Permanent
installation in the Conservation District should not be exempt.
CLASS 4
Item 4 and 5: Replanting of shrubs and refencing should be included
under Class 2.
Item 9 "and 10: We suggest use of the same pesticide clause that other
agencies are b~ing asked to use.
CLASS 7
Item 1: This statement is too general. Some limit on size and description
of use should be added.
Item 3: limits should be included on the number of sidewalks and walkways
at a specific site.
Item 4: Where will they be located? How many? What sort of land
preparation will be required? The drainage characteristics" of the area should
be considered.
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Dept. of Water Supply, County of Maui
All exemptions listed for this sectio~ should be categorized within
the appropriate classes.
Item 1: Should read, IIRepairs, operations and maintenance. of existing
\.tater system... II The v"ay thi sis presently worde.d it woul d all 0\'1 ne'.'1
construction, ie: dams, r~servoirs, pipelines, intakes, wells, and tunnels.
Item 4: Would the new pipelines replace the old, inadequate pipelines
on the same a1ignmen~?
Item 5: The exemption of fire hydrants should apply only where pipeline
water supply is already available.
Item 7: This exemption would be appropriate under the minor construction
class (Class 7) if suitable size limitations were provided.
Item 9: Repairs and alterations can be exempt under Class 1; additions
should be considered in Class 7.
Item 10: The exemption of drilling and testing of exploratory wells
should be subject to certian limitations •. Appropriate limitations are indicated
in an exemption listed by the Division of Land and Water Development with a
revision recommended by the Environmental Center (but modified to fit the Maul
case) shown in brackets, the exempti on is as foll ows:
"Construction of test wells [under applicable rules and regulations of
the Department of Land and Natural ~esourcesl not more than .8 inches
in diameter to provide ground truth for water resources investigations;
the suggested size will enable the aquifer to be tested for its physical,
chemical, biological qualities, as well as providing a pumping test to
determine the specific capacity of the aquifer. 1I Test wells shall not
be developed to serve water unless an EIS or a negative declaration is
prepared.
Item 1J: Clearing of land should not be exempt without designating
the type of location and extent of clearing. Unless limited, the exemption
could allow road construction through protected forests possibly creating
serious erosional problems, contaminating surface runoff, or damaging a fragile
econsystem. . .
Item 12: This exemption should not extend to'monitoring stations requirinq
construct; on of major we; rs or simil ar. structures. ~
Item 15: This exemption should not extend to the use of herbicides •
. .. - ... . .. -
Dept. of Land and Natural Resources
Item 1: Th.is should be covered under 1:33 Class 3(a).
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We appreciate the opportunity to have reviewed this exemption list and
hope you will find our comments useful in your consideration of the requested
actions.
Doak C. Cox
Di rector
ms
